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A. Introduction
The Land law recognizes two kinds of principles regarding the land that gives effect in the form of the authority and the ownership of the land. The first principle is known as the principle of attachment (acessie) which means that the soil is not confined to the earth's surface, but also what is under and on top of it because the whole is a unity that is inherent and cannot be separated.
1 What this definition grants the owners of land rights, the authority and the right to land ownership is not just limited to the soil surface only, but also contained underneath also attached and stand on it. The second principle is the principle of horizontal separation. In this principle, the definition of land only covers the soil surface, hence what is inherent or stand on it and what is contained below is not a single entity but separate forms.
2
Holders of rights to land are only limited control of the soil surface, while the building or anything inherent has different ownership rights and it opens to the possibility that the holders of such objects attached on the ground are different from that land titles. Everything like a plant or a building that stands on the ground when referring to the Civil Code, all plants or buildings that become part of the soil because it applies the principle of attachment by Article 500 and Article 506 of the Civil Code. It becomes different when referring to the land law as stipulated in the Law No. 5 Of 1960 Regarding The Basic Regulations On Agrarian Principles (UUPA) that applies is the principle of horizontal separation, namely the separation between the land and everything that stands on it. In this case, the effect that the party who plant crops or build a building is as the owner of the plant or the building. By the horizontal separation principle, hence the person who owns the land does not necessarily have anything on that land. The landowner should not assume that the plants or existing buildings on the land itself belong to the landowner.
The history of the land and its rights in the regulation of land before 1960, Indonesia has a duality in the field of land law as a legacy of the Dutch colonial era. At that time, there was a class division based on the division of population groups. Class European and Foreign Orientals subjected to the provisions of Book II BW containing about legal principle of attachment (acessie) as stipulated in Article 500, Article 506 and Article 507 BW, while the indigenous groups applied the customary law which enforced the principle of separation horizontal. 3 The principle of horizontal separation adopted by the customary law was later adopted in Indonesian land law embodied in the establishment of Law No. 5 Of 1960 Regarding The Basic Regulations On Agrarian Principles referred to as the basic agrarian law.
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The principle of the law of the land changes its regulation, after the regulation of the basic agrarian law, regarding the principles of attachment vertical and horizontal separation principle. Vertical attachment principle, which asserts that any ownership automatically plots also prove the ownership of everything that is in it, such as buildings, trees, etc. This principle which is adhered on the Book II of the Civil Code provides that proof of the ownership of the land as well as a proof of the ownership of everything that is on it, until the time of regulation of the basic agrarian law. The principle of vertical attachment turns into horizontal separation principle, which is the principle of ownership separation of the land with everything that is on it. Thus evidence of land rights will not necessarily become proof of the ownership of everything that exists on the ground.
The formation of the basic agrarian law is also a unification in the field of agrarian law, hence it puts an end to dualism in land law to establish the customary law as the basis of the establishment of land law in Indonesia as asserted in Article 5 of the basic agrarian law, which asserts that: "the Agrarian Law which applies to the earth, water, and space is legal custom and does not contradict national interests and the state, which is based on the unity of the nation, with socialism Indonesia as well as with the regulations set forth in this law and other laws, everything with regard to the elements that rely on religious law. The Customary law has been chosen as the basis of legal arrangement Indonesian land because the customary law which is the original law of the Indonesian people have lived and formed from the development of indigenous people of Indonesia.
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By Article 5 of the basic agrarian law above, it is known that the customary law is not purely customary law. Since the customary law should not be contrary to the national interest and the country listed in the other laws. The basic agrarian law regulates that the principle used in land law in Indonesia is a principle of horizontal separation in Article 4 paragraph (2) which asserts that the Rights of the land referred to in paragraph (1) of this article confers the authority to use the land, hence the land and water as well as space on it, for the interests that directly relates to the use of land within the boundaries according to this law and other higher legal regulation. The principle of horizontal separation is a principle that divides, limits, and separates the ownership of a land plot and also follows everything concerning the ground horizontally. 6 The enforcement of the principle of horizontal separation in Indonesian land law provides separation between the ownership of land which is not attached underneath and above these. Hence it is only directly related to the use of land that can be exploited. This limits the authority of the owner of land rights in the use of land he owned, hence the use of what is contained in the ground and attached to it must be proven that it is only about the use of the land. In practice, the law enforcement against the criminal acts of destruction of crops related to land ownership raises a different law enforcement practice.
The Law enforcement that uses the optical viewpoint of Civil Code states that the owner of the land is the owner of growing crops, while the law enforcement that uses of the basic agrarian law states that the landowner is not automatically the owner of the crops. Being an example is the case of Police Report Number: LP / B-420 / XI / 2016 / LPG / RES WK / IFMS, dated November 01, 2016, the destruction of crops on the form of the rice plant belonging to WAYAN JANE and NYOMAN TANGKAS on the area of 18,000 square meters in Way Kanan Regency, Lampung Province, conducted by suspect namely JIRAN Bin PATOK, was hijacking by using tools such as hand tractor to destroy the rice crop. The act of JIRAN bin PATOK which destroys the rice crop based on the command of person namely RR (alias) and based on the letter of assignment from RR which Based on the chronology above, the case may constitute the crime of destruction of goods pursuant to the Article 406 paragraph (1) of the Criminal Code which asserts that "the person who with deliberate intent and unlawfully destroys, damages, renders useless or mislays property which wholly or partially belongs to another, shall be punished by a maximum imprisonment of two years and eight months or a maximum fine of three hundred rupiahs". The legal problem related to the owners of the goods defined as "which wholly or partially belongs to another," which must be proved regarding the ownership of the goods. Whether the complainant The criminal law enforcement using the optical viewpoint of Civil Code will first prove the ownership of crops in the rice based on the ownership of land, which each of the Rights is based on the statement of claim for de facto possession of land (sporadic). Hence it should have the decision of a civil court to determine the rightful owners and the owners of plants. The Criminal law enforcement using the optical viewpoint of Basic Agrarian Law does not need to prove the ownership of the land between the two parties, but it needs to prove the ownership of the damaged plants. If the plant grows on the property of the defendant, hence it will meet the reported criminal under the Article 406, paragraph (1) of the Criminal Code. Further problems arise related to the legal protection of legitimate landowners to use land by parties who do not have rights. Based on the above description, the problems in this research could be seen as follows: 1) how does the law enforcement stand against the criminal acts of destruction of crops? And 2) How is the legal protection of the legitimate landowners regarding the use of land by unauthorized parties?
B.
Research Method The type of this research is descriptive, analytical research that seeks to describe and elaborate the issues relate to the law enforcement against the criminal acts of destruction of crops. The approach used is a normative juridical approach that is based on legislation, theories, and concepts related to writing research.
C. Discussion
The Law Enforcement Against the Criminal Acts of Destruction of Crops
The enforcement of criminal law is an attempt by the law enforcement officials by the laws and regulations in performing basic tasks and functions within the criminal justice system. The enforcement of The criminal law as asserted by Barda Nawawi Arief in Heni Siswanto is the overall activity of the executive law enforcement towards upholding the law, justice and the protection of human dignity, order, peace and the rule of law by the 1945 Constitution. 7 The existence of the process of criminal law enforcement in crime prevention is very important, this aspect is implicitly stated in Criminology 3rd Seminar 1976 which states that: "The criminal law is to be preserved as one of the means of social defense in the sense of protecting the public from crime by restoring and returning the maker without reducing the balance of the public interest." 8 The law enforcement as the effort of the process to the establishment of the function of legal norms is significantly used as a guide actor in the legal relationship life of the society and the state. The term of law enforcement, according to Andi Hamzah is often mischaracterized as if they were engaged in criminal law or only in the field of repression. The term of law enforcement includes both repressive and preventive. 9 The law enforcement, according to Barda Nawawi Arief, is associated with four (4) aspects of the protection of society, namely: a. People need protection against acts that damage and danger to society. b. People need protection against the dangerous nature of a person. c. People need protection against the abuse of sanctions of law enforcement and society in general. d. People need protection for the balance and the value which is disturbed due to the crime.
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The law enforcement according to Sudarto is a concern and cultivation acts against the law which happened (onrecht in actu) or tort that may occur (onrecht in potentie).
11 As a process that is systemic, hence the criminal law enforcement manifest themselves as the application of the criminal law which involve a variety of structural sub-systems such as the police, prosecutors, courts and correctional and included therein is legal counsel. The concrete law enforcement of concrete can be interpreted as a positive force of law in practice as it should be obeyed. Therefore, the provision of justice in a case that is decided by law is significantly and concretely. Law is no more just ideas or concepts that reflect in it and what is called as justice, order and the rule of law as outlined in the form of laws and regulations with the intention to achieve certain goals. Law enforcement is essentially a rule of ideas and concepts into reality. 12 The enforcement of criminal law in the criminal justice system in principle is oriented to the following aspects: a. Preventing people from becoming victims of crime. b. Completing a criminal case so that a community is satisfied that justice has been done and the guilty have been convicted. c. Acting as a prevention therapy so that the offender will not repeat his crimes.
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As for the crime of the destruction and damage of objects arranged in a second book Criminal Code, under the Article 406 to Article 412 which regulates crimes contain elements of damage or behavior containing such properties of an object. In Article 406 paragraph (1) asserts that "The person who with deliberate intent and unlawfully destroys, damages, renders useless or mislays property which wholly or partially belongs to another, shall be punished by a maximum imprisonment of two years and eight months or a maximum fine of three hundred rupiahs." The elements regarding with the deliberate intent in Article 406 paragraph 1 apart from the words breaking the law with the word "and." According to Wirjono Projodikoro, this means the actors do not need to know that he was breaking the law by deeds. But he must know that the item belongs to someone else in whole or in part.
14 The Article 406 has a counterpart in Ned. W. In some specific cases, such as the destruction of the plants associated with the ownership rights to the land and everything on it, the Supreme Court ruled that in the case of destruction of crops, based on the customary law is not necessarily, that the owner of the land itself becomes the owner of the plant that is on top of the land, there are times when the landowner is someone other than the owner of the existing plant on the land. 16 Thus, law enforcement against the criminal acts of destruction of crops will arise. According to the judges of the Supreme Court by Decision No. 1909 K / Pid / 2010) using optical or viewpoint Agrarian Law to the principle of horizontal separation that holders of rights to land only control the extent of its surface only, while the building or anything inherent in the land of different rights with land ownership control the other parts.
The Legal Protection of the Legitimate Land Owners Regarding the Use of Land by Unauthorized Parties
Based on the issue of Criminal Law enforcement, the problem is related to the legal protection of legitimate landowners over the use of land by unauthorized parties. An example is in the case of PTPN VII Business Unit Bunga Mayang above, where PTPN VII Business Unit Bunga Mayang has a certificate of rights of exploitation of the National Land Agency (BPN) of the Republic of Indonesia, as the right base rightful owners, while the victim witness does not have the right base, However, the said witnesses have planted cassava on land owned by PTPN VII Bunga Mayang Business Unit. If such things are allowed, and there is no legal action for the rightful owners to the opposite of the other parties who use the land without their permission. Based on interviews with respondents namely Dr. Nikmah Rosidah. SH, M.H., An academician from Faculty of Law at the University of Lampung, states that landowners should get legal protection from the illegal actions namely that the other parties did land invasions such as by using Article 385 point 1 Criminal Code, which asserts that:
By a maximum imprisonment of four years shall be punished: any person who with the intention to unlawfully benefit himself or another, sells, exchanges or encumbers with mortgage an Indonesian right of use to land, or a building, work, planting or sowing on land on which Indonesian rights of use are exercised, knowing that another has Or shares the title thereto; The problem is, when using the said law, it does not meet the elements of a 
